of confessional allegiance," the civic functions of baptism usually prevailed (63). As such, baptisms of both Protestant and Catholics could be performed inside a nominally Catholic parish church by Catholic clergy. The same could be said of marriage in terms of its importance as an induction into the civic community. What was important was not the underlying confessional meaning of the ritual, but the public celebration itself. It was not that the laity did not understand-though there were some early instances of confusion as well-but rather that they understood differently than theologians. The rite had a social function and that took precedence over its creedal function. Luebke finds the same with Protestant burials as they demanded that their dead be given a proper burial in the Catholic parish churchyard not because it was Catholic, but rather due to civic honor's demand that their dead be laid to rest in the churchyard.
Rite of passage rituals like baptism, marriage, and burial contrast with rites of community like communion. With communion, the connections between doctrine and ritual were more difficult to avoid. And yet, accommodation took place. According to visitation records from the early 1570s, many parish priests offered communion according to the preference of the particular parishioner, either singly or in both kinds.
Of course, these "regimes of religious coexistence," to use Luebke's term, broke down over time and disappeared entirely as the conflict of the Thirty Years' War upset the confessional harmony within the territory. By the mid-seventeenth century, confessionalization won. Yet, Luebke's book provides a valuable insight into the complexities of confessional pluralism.
David The work differs fundamentally from most existing surveys of the Habsburg Monarchy. It does not strive to provide a comprehensive history of this polity. The investigation begins in earnest in the eighteenth century, with the accession of Maria Theresa to the throne. Her attempts to strengthen the monarchy through administrative and legal reforms marked the point at which an integrated polity took shape.
The study also has a clear thematic focus. Readers will not primarily consult it for the lesser details of Habsburg history, but for its new perspectives on this empire's purpose and relevance. The book reads like an extensive essay on the monarchy, which also makes it more elegant than some of its more detail-oriented predecessors.
The Habsburg Empire investigates how countless local societies across Central Europe engaged with the dynasty's efforts to build a unified state from the eighteenth century to World War I. The author concedes that this Habsburg state-building was promoted by political elites, but insists on the substantive contribution of numerous common citizens. The study consciously places the empire and its institutions at the center of analysis, rather than the ethnolinguistic entities whose titular nation-states ultimately succeeded it. At times, the author's determination to refer to language groups rather than nationalities or ethnicities reaches its analytical limits, as it forces him to distinguish between Galician Jews and Polish speakers, as though these two categories were mutually exclusive, and to refer to a widespread suspicion against Serb speakers during World War I, although its vernacular alone would hardly make this population distinguishable from Croats and Bosniaks.
The concept of empire figures centrally in Judson's analysis. He defines his book as an argument about the character, development, and enduring legacies of empire in Central and Eastern Europe. As a consequence, he also derives political nationalism in the Habsburg lands from imperial structures and regional traditions rather than from transhistorical ethnic groups. In fact, he regularly emphasizes that the national movements of nineteenth-century Europe were middle-class phenomena that did not appreciably touch the rural masses they purported to represent. This argument, which Judson has already formulated in such landmark studies as Guardians of the Nation (2006), makes an important contribution to the understanding of nineteenthcentury politics. It needs to be complemented by the observation that the political activism of the era was generally built on a narrow social stratum and only gradually integrated peasants and workers.
To further reinforce his case, Judson points to the cultural diversity of other European countries and emphasizes that the ethnolinguistic challenges faced by the Habsburg Monarchy were far from unique. Instead, he ascribes the gradual erosion of imperial coherence to the very administrative structures that had been designed to manage this cultural diversity. Exciting as it is, this argument does not fully address the quantitative difference. The presence of relatively marginal minority populations in Germany or Britain cannot be equated with the Habsburg framework of a polity consisting only of minorities. The genuinely multiethnic Habsburg empire was forced to address its cultural challenges in a different manner than powerful European nation-states with minority populations.
Pieter Judson's magnum opus provides fascinating new angles and interpretations and incorporates the most up-to-date literature on the subject. His focus on the bigger picture and on weightier themes makes it easy to look past occasional inaccuracies in detail. Judson places himself in firm opposition to the numerous historians who have argued that the coexistence of different language groups posed an intrinsic challenge to a dynastic conglomerate in an era of mass politics. Judson, by contrast, sees such conflicts as primarily political rather than cultural. His arguments emphasize the viability of the monarchy. They will assuredly initiate an exciting debate.
Peter The topics of family and kinship have recently enjoyed a renaissance in German studies in light of new approaches to thinking about the relationship between the family model and the state. The shifting contours of modern familial and marriage paradigms, evident in recent legislation supporting marriage equality for same-sex couples, have surely informed reconsiderations of the nuclear family and its origins in the eighteenth century. In addition, the enhanced visibility of both nonbiological affective communities (adoptive, increasingly international, and even virtual) and purely biological relationships (for example, sperm donor families in which members have no connection beyond the biological) spurs us to rethink assumptions about the simple mapping of the nuclear family onto the (imagined) state in the German Enlightenment. For the past few years the German Studies Association has hosted a "Family and Kinship" network that has provided a highly productive forum for new reflections on the shifting connections between blood ties, economics, and politics in German-speaking countries. Sarah Eldridge's and Susan Gustafson's books respond to this call for nuance and reconsideration of the definition and function of "family" in the eighteenth century. Both Eldridge and Gustafson have chaired the "Family and Kinship" network, and each has written a book that intervenes in crucial ways with cutting-edge discussions about the intersection of family, economics, politics, and aesthetics. In Novel Affinities: Composing the Family in the German Novel, 1795-1830, Eldridge offers a nuanced study of the ways in which the form of the novel mirrors, responds to, and, in turn, helps shape conceptions about family and generation that emerged in the German states around 1800. Gustafson focuses explicitly on seminal works by Goethe: one play (Stella [1775] ) and three important novels (Wilhelm Meisters Lehrjahre [1795] ,
